REMARKS 

\\ \ <. \ 0\n ft \ t iK t,|u dU urns 1 '0 ilk ^ 

IfS.C. section 1'' - e>n ocn-d m a su i \ o ss ,';.>vy pet sc < , m s 1 > > 7 -8,10-l] 
16-18. 20, 22-23, 25-26 and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C section 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
Ji udM^csTac >v ^ B" t<* . Hi t ins4!iu 

U.S.C section 103(a) as being unpatentable over i o i ! Claims 6 and 21 were rejected under 
wii.': i 1 \ ! x v S s,i and trthcj n s , 5 s - * - 

\- si , x .» » s 4,493 A to Kagleetal. (Ragle Claims 2 5 nd 27-30 we? ejected under 
section Ot >pjicnlaHe over Hayashl d rther is en o ailed S os Fate; 

" ^ ^ ~ n 

By this amendment Applicants amend claims L 16 and 3C but do not. add or cancel any 
Ca u.*.uuim^\, claims 1-31 will remain pending in the application upon entry of this 
amendment 

I. Rejection of Claims 16-30 under Section 101 

Claims 1 6-30 were rejected under section 1 01. as being directed to a plurality of mstructioas 
per - Claims " ;o>. dependent on claim 10. Applicant have amendc-.l Calm in k recite a 
eomoufer TcmudSc mednm n n U urn thereon. that \\1 v v\v i * k\ m ^ 

wit n<i n i \ a i w i \ i P\Psss-kf ov\ if n \pn.ano, 

v \v t h rcv.jr.ONt r^v-kMdenino;-> and \ai ot the setUnn 101 rejection iu is ln-30. 

1 L Rejection of Claims 1-1 5 

Claims 1-3, 5, 7-8 and 10-11 were rejected under section 102(b) as being anticipated by 

il\ N v 5 n Kc u | v m. v j > s * Ki y > h > < 

was resected under section 1 n V-U as being unpatentable »\ er 1 i as .oho and further in \ sen ofkagle. 
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"> - v v d sAi 0 w KP1U ^nCII vhl t m.v; i 

Schei { aims 2-1.5 are dependent on .claim 1, 

C laim 1 ret c n thod fo i regal ng teles slot prog ammin i a personal video 

oi n»ffl\R ^skf IV' * ' ia o t teL <, ^ v 

v s ! v. o i* - t v tt R s okoh n m 

t .h di! s v. IK i i\R K^O v K so i liMH !K'iWl>r*C 

the buffering. The method couples several clients, over a network that includes one or more PVR 
media servers, to the first PVR media server. The method generates a request horn a requesting 
client m ,t It. 1 mho - ^ > cet iv n im Se>m each ol the PVR seed „ ^nu^tr re netsvork 1 he 
! v , j o N .„,. \, m^er i list ol eL\o i i ; „ ^ i ok through 

1 \ e ,N \ ? vnd i sei iggreg \ 1 ei cstb then list of teleo sion 

pi > i i ih m «i pit alit\ oi ovatmns within rl« PVR s smrs 

Applicants respectfully submit that Hayashi does not disclose, teach, or even suggest such a 
met tod >i N 1 ece cers is 

Ihectedio tu pro «~ d\ ttageso - trine a single vhcless satellite broadcast rectmer sen ej 
in contrast to claim 1. Hence, Hayashi states many differences from claim 1, which particularly 

- ! m v. u ^ :i ,n ^ f um^ mete n N < s'U's 

i first PVR media se s i ffei m indn lintainit epo > ic built log ihe 

method of da rthc i cnei s < est from client for a st of television 

5 ! , c R c« m l i k u »k u j vl mi m>i P\ R 

1 { Jill I I I 5 iS«. 1 i 

V nedia serves list o television programming table th * v. < i o te re eclive FVR. 
ned set oeai no he mom mehei i - ol - progs a 

n 
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■2 from tiple k a do is \ x i h n s.e 1 \ R sj n t o i 

ca ) i.p| ^ iy submit th ! e - ' e ere ices ! 

L s x I S u„e'. Juioiu "i 1 \pp xa i l >^ a H s 'i 

that die cited references do not render unpatentable claims 2-15 for at le..s. the reasons discussed 
above in relation to claim 1. In view of the foregoing, Applicants respectfully request 

a> -,!au,I^ t v 'lli'H, of dv u v Ji , 1 Jill h --15. 

II L Mej ettion of Claims 1 6-30 

Claims 16-18, 20, 22-23, 25-26 and 31 were rejected under section 102(b) as being 
ammpated h> hoy isC t ram V* was :e vCtod urda sMior li'V > - 'eib t npn.-ntaKe o>er 
HayashL Claim 21 was rejected under section 103(a) as being aipalenfabk oven Hayash , and 
> x ^ o n. _ t i - " ic rejeued 'it di ) ■> < , i ( < ^ 

5 ai "0 scene- a eOTrmute.it ad„ ^ oko m p ' o ei o.eJ in UvJi> i-. a n\ ei 
L \ „ v 1 „ v t v amn-M i pc 1 < ti do ^ t f i r, \ I - >- n The 

computer readable medium, more specifically, includes sets of instructions that receive television 

! > l s L ^ t i * ! 1 s 

m i a 1c st PVR nedi i sen I'he PVR media serve; im'oi a a m i < 

write position for the buffering. The instructions couple multiple clients, over a network that 
ncaales dia sei the first PVR n i < \ 

^ v v it a si > , j > <>i > II' ! 

c s ,u unine 

a\ ^ Ji'v t mi v ^ v ^.s^ vi ! \ s-ii <. s^nsfs jiL,_.y.e,. o a >~ - > ' uuo v i 
i i \ ul i > i t p £ i k. a s > f C \ s 1 ( 
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\ < i\ushs iu m h 1 , in 

u . ;n ^ a v. ^ » k eld usth ;veen er.v R directed as v p a r. 5 mu R Yn e nv a 

iiv „ t l s ve V. ILt t la V i < v 

u 7 O v ^ lUiU" lu Its c Sl i „ t u. viHS ^ ! M cH) s'lKvOlfOT 

oup % etworl t e PVR media servers, to a firs 

PVR media server thai is for buffering and maintaining a write position for the buffering. Claim 16 

i "•> u i», t , hv t . >>n ,qutn.' ,s r s s v. <.<. n u < mn w* b ■ 

each of the PVR media servers on the network, which includes a number of PVR media servers. 

hi , s o u v. ast o tin a In 'i^h' tmi ' 1 ' w > i u t > n Jt R R H t 
server, a list of television programming available through each •ahhe respective PV R media servers, 
and aggregating, at the requesting chem. a list of television progran-rniirrg information available from 
multiple kxui^iav.i an the PVR system. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that the cited references do not render 
unpatentable claim 16. Since claims 17-30 are dependent on claim 16, Applicants respectfully 
sub u the cited eferenees do n; rend unpatentable claims 1 7-30 for at least the reasons 
discussed above in relation to claim 16 In view of the foreg v up| c us t svi fl y request 
»« » i( a % m < • R <. , k>"> r ui e ee < r oi v tin o " 
IV, Rejection of Claim 31 

( hero 51 v. as rejected under ^-edon }vZ&) as bean; em.capaied by 1 <> i\m ( him 31 

1 1 v „ Rk M i ll S I ! ! 1 

n.cka vat., sevs c s % storage medium. "i"he inp f > ec televisio 

<. < „ e I v. O ) 1 i I 11 v Mi 

th v 1 a I k 1 se scrisvn t f f a n ^ » p«. s 
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for the buttering. The system former includes a network that has a number of PVR media servers 
and several clients. The clients are coupled over the network to the ' t t PVR media server. The 
oKmsau a - ge , t o mm, a so,; i . hen; * n a h\ m k (.\w<>i p eu an mi il U nn 

v U o' ' v t n \ > Il'h)um^ i«.^r «. R !^ 5 

server coupled to the network, a list of television programming available through each respective 

'\ u IK v 0 t t a , i i ^ - 1 

a vat able wit v 1 1 v P\ R system 

\ i s v mi h * I j s a i : ( l s v , ! % ^ n ^ i 

ss^tef > < s iw x< im* s umi i-i to U u i M oiiik saA a mc ^ i Mil to j 
-v cod cosih eoeivers is directed to and proclaims advantages of sharing 5 sin e v eless 

tn v t > " ! d i i 

particularly recites a network of PVR media servers coupling a plurality of clients, the PVR media 
servers n 'T.aM t PVR media sen ert at is tm uincn a and ua Pimm: son— atvn m me 

< m i he s stem of claim " 1 turthe modes i nui - t client das recced t ! 1 tJ ismn 
.me he I \ R ! <.<. > * es s on the \ P. 
i > , m s t acojnnstvoc'am H ^ >m ^ it > om , «ku w\ 

from each PVR m , erver, a list of television ( ogt unim ; >k t >ugh ea b o Pa 
respective PVR media servers, and aggregates, at the requesting clients a list of television 
hi „ i i u mp v s i \ > H stu 

\aoK i! i \ \ppf v.ams wee I il > vsrmu ton Re e,\V references oo not : •.. ink, • 
a \ wo K . \ pi. i.N ( > *m ! <. i 

withdrawal of the rejection of claim 31 . 
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CONCLUSION 

in sex i email Applicants beiieve th < ippl ^ < 1 on fo 

Applicants' i t \v 1 'I m ^ number ihl heW. 



Respectfully submitted. 
STATTLER ! SUR P.C. 
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